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LOK SABHA SECRETARIAT 

notification 

New Delhi, the 15lh September, 2008 

S,<X 2199(E),—The following Decision dated 12th 
September, 2008 of the Speaker, Lck Sabha given under 
the Tenth Schedule to the Constitution of India is 
hereby notified:— 

“In the matter of: 

Prof Ram Gopal Yadav, Member of Parliament (Lot: Sabha) 
and Leader, Satnajwadi Parliamentary Party, Lok Sabha, 
residing at 36, North Avenue, New Delhi-J 10001. 

—Petitioner 

Versus . 

Prof 5. P. Singh Baghel, Member of Parliament, (Lok Sabha) 
Jalesar Parliamentary Constituency of Uttar Pradesh, 

—Respondent 


_ £?art II— Ssc+ 3(ii)] 

Order 

L Thh is an application tiled by Prof Ram Gopal 
Yaduv, MP, Lok Sabha and Leader, Saniajwadi 
Parliamentaty Party, Lok Sabha against Prof. S. P. Singh 
Baghel, MP, Lok Sabha praying for termination of the 
membership of Lok Sabha of the Respondent for 
incuiring disqualification for b^ing a Member of Lok 
Sabha under Article 102(2) of the Constitution of India 
and Paragraph 2(1 )b of the Tenth Schedule of the 
Constitution, on account of exercising his vote in 
violation of the Party Whip issued on him by the Chief 
Whip of Satnajwadi Party, during the Motion for Vote 
of Confidence moved by the Prime Minister in Lok 
Sabha on 21 July, 2008 

2. It is contended by the Petitioner that the 
Respondent* who is a Member of Lok Sabha T has been 
elected as a candidate of S&majwadi Party from Jalesar 
Lok Sabha Constituency of Uttar Pradesh to the Mth 
Lok Sabha* The name of the Respondent appears in the 
list of Members, ptibli$hed by Lok Sabha, as belonging 
to Satnajwadi Party. 

3. According to the Pctitoner, a thrcc-lhe Whip 
was issued on the Respondent for voting in favour of 
the Motion of Confidence in the Council of Ministers 
moved by the Prime Minister, as aforesaid. 

4, It is contended by the Petitioner that the 
Respondent voted against the Motion of Confidence 
violating the Party Whip issued by the Chief Whip of 
the party which has not been condoned by The Party or 
any authorized person and as such has incurred 
disqualification, as mentioned above, 

5, To the Petition, a list has been annexed 
shewing the result of the Division held on 22 July, 2008, 
which confirms that the Respondent had voted against 
the Motion, 

6, In spite oT due service of the copy of the 
Petition on the Respondent no reply has been filed by 
him. Further, The notice of the personal hearing granted 
by the Speaker, as forwarded by the Lok Sabha 
Secretariat, fixing the date of hearing on 12 September, 
2QQ8, was duly served on the Respondent but he has 
not chosen to appear and as a matter of fact no 
intimation even has been given by the Respondent to 
the Lok Sabha Secretariat or to the Office of the Speaker 
In the premises, it was decided to hear the matter 
ex pane so far as the Respondent was concerned, 

7. Paragraph 2(1) b of the Tenth Schedule to the 
Constitution provides that subject to the provisions of 
paragraphs 4 and 5 + a Member of the House belonging 
to any Political Party shall be disqualified for being a 
member of the House, if he votes or abstains from 
voting in such House, contrary to any direction issued 
by the political party to which he belongs, without 
obtaining the prior permission of such political party or 
without obtaining the condonation by the political party 
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for such voting or abstention within fifteen days from 
the date of such voting or abstention, in the present 
case, the provisions of Paragraphs 4 and 5 have no 
application. 

S. At the personal hearing, the Petitioner 
appearing in person has drawn my attention to several 
newspaper reports published on 20 July, 200& in which 
the statement of the Respondent had appeared in which 
he dearly expressed his opposition to his Party's 
policies and programmes T 

9 . From the Petition and the unimpeachable 
evidence annexed to the Petition, namely the records of 
the Lok Sahha, it is clear that the Respondent in violation 
of the direction of his Party, as contained in the Whip, a 
copy of which is also annexed to the Petition, has voted 
contrary to the direction of his Political Party which has 
net been condoned in toms of Para 2(l)b of the Tenth 
Schedule and thereby he has clearly incurred 
disqualification for being a Member of the House. 


10. Further, no answer has been provided by the 
Respondent to the petition or otherwise and as such 1 
have no hesitation in holding that the Respondent in 
fact has incurred disqualification under paragraph 2(l)b 
of the Tenth Schedule of Constitution by reason of his 
casting vote on 22 July, 2008 against the Motion of 
Confidence moved by Prime Minister, 

1L Thus the Respondent, Prof 5, P- Singh Baghet, 
stands disqualified for continuing as a Member of the 
14lh Lok Sahha and it is declared that his seat has fallen 
vacant. 

New Delhi; 

Dated the 12th September, 2008 

SGMNATH CHATTERJEE, 
_Speaker, Lok Sakha* 

, [No, 4&33/2008/T.) 
P.D.T, A CHARY, Secy-General 
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